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SUMMARY 


In 1985 the National Park Service designed and carried out an 
assessment of river-related recreation in the State of Washing- 
ton as a Technical Assistance P; uject for the Washington State 
Parks and Recreation Commission, as authorized by the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Act. The assessment was based on a survey 
of 39 recreation groups (boating, hiking, and other such groups) 
and a consensus-building process involving these groups and 
public agencies. 


Recreation groups identified river reaches used for recreation, 
evaluated up to 15 characteristics for each reach, and recom- 
mended an overall evaluation (A, B, C, or D) for each reach. The 
characteristics included 1) specific resources, such as interest- 
ing hydraulics for boating; 2) scenic quality; 3) specific activities 
on or near the reach, such as whitewater kayaking; and 4) 
amount of use. The staff recommended evaluations based pri- 
marily on the survey evaluations and then solicited comment 
from a review panel of recreation-group and agency representa- 
tives. A few adjustments upward were made as a result. 


Some 233 reaches, including over 2500 miles of rivers and 
streams, were identified and evaluated. Of these reaches, 39 
percent (91) were rated as having high recreation value, 45 per- 
cent (104) as above average, 15 percent (36) as average, and 1 
percent (2) as below average. 


The Puget Sound region contains 53 percent (124) of the evalu- 
ated reaches, the Coastal region 11 percent (26), and the Colum- 
bia River region 36 percent (83). Of the reaches rated as having 
high recreational value, 50 percent (46) are in the Puget Sound 
region, 9 percent (8) in the Coastal, and 41 percent (37) in the 
Columbia River region. 





Recreation groups identified and evaluated the reaches they 
knew best, presumably the better recreation reaches. The 
reaches rated high are therefore most likely among the best in 
the state. Additional research and evaluation may add to the 
number of reaches in each category. 


Recreation groups completed over 500 reach evaluation sheets, 
far more thar: had been anticipated. This response indicates 
considerable interest in and concern for protection of river- 
related recreation resources. 


The recreation assessment is an important contribution to the 
process for minimizing the impacts of hydropower development 
and for protecting environmental resources in other ways. We 
now have far more data than was available previously. However, 
because much of the data relates to boating, further documenta- 
tion on reaches used for other activities would be appropriate. 
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PURPOSE AND SCOPE 
The Rivers Study 


This document is part of the Pacific Northwest Rivers Study, 

a four-state, muiti-agency identification ana evaluation of re- 
sources — fish, wildlife, natural, cultural, and recreational, initi- 
ated by the Northwest Power Planning Council and coordinated 
by the Bonneville Power Administration. Participants include 
state government agencies, other federal agencies, Indian 
tribes, and environmental/recreational groups. 


The Pacific Northwest Electric Power Planning ánd Conserva- 
tion Act of 1980 (Public Law 96-501) states that the Northwest 
Conservation and Electric Power Plan '*. . . shall [include] . . . 
due consideration for environmental quality [and the ] protec- 
tion, mitigation, and enhancement of fish and wildlife." The 
Rivers Study as a whole is responsive to the environmental 
quality mandate of the Act as well as to the specific goal of pro- 
tecting fish and wildlife. The overall study established a process 
for assessing these multiple resource values in Washington, 
Oregon, Idaho, and Montana, and for developing consensus 
among resource experts and interest groups. Resource evalua- 
tions are expressed in terms of a rating on a scale of four for a 
given resource for a given river reach. Maps and computer 
printouts document the assessment for each resource in each 
state. 


All the resource information is to figure in planning for hydro- 
power which can minimize impacts on environmental resources. 
Fish and wildlife resource information is to be used specifically 
for hydropower site ranking. The Council is to designate pro- 
tected areas on the basis of the fish and wildlife data for the 
Columbia River Basin Fish and Wildlife Program. 





For the Washington portion of the overall study, the assessment 5 
and consensus-building process is described in Assessment E. gi 
Guidelines: Washington (Steven Zubalik, Washington State e 
Coordinator, June 1985). DEN 


This Report 


This document reports on the pioneering methodology and the 
results of a survey of recreation resource experts and recreation 
groups in Washington, responding specifically to the "environ- 
mental quality” provision of P.L. 96-501. It also includes sugges- 
tions on the usefulness of the data for a range of purposes, and 
offers some recommendations for further documentation. A 3 
region-by-region presentation of survey results constitutes the : 

body of the report. j 


The evaluations of recreation on Washington's river reaches 

are the result of the consensus-building process and are not 
intended to represent the findings of the National Park Service 
or any other single agency or group. The information does not 
substitute for site visits for site-specific planning, or for consulta- 
tions required by federal or state law. 


As a Technical Assistance Project under the Wild and Scenic 

Rivers Act, this study may be useful for exploring possible forms 

of river conservation at the state and local levels and by private ge 
owners and interest groups. è 


pr 
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THE STUDY PROCESS 

This study is something of a “first” and therefore required a 
somewhat innovative approach. The approach and follow- | 
througn are thoroughly documented in Appendix A, which in- 
cludes a chronology and copies of materials used for the survey 


of recreation groups. The accompanying table summarizes that 
chronology. 


The major questions in designing the study had to do with: 
e who would participate, and how, 

e how recreation reaches would be defined, 

e what recreation activities would be considered, and how, 


e what criteria would be used to distinguish between reaches of 
differing degrees of recreation value, 


e how to arrive at a consensus evaluation for each reach, and 
e how to record the results. 


How these questions were resolved is the subject of this sec- 
tion. 


The ٩۱۵۷۶ ۷ 


Early 5 
Early 5 
March 5 
April 5 

April 5 

April 5 
July-September 
1985 


September 1985 


September- 
October 1985 


October 1985 
October 1985 
November 1985 


November 1985 
November 1985 


May 1986 


State Parks and Recreation Com- 
mission requests NPS Technical 
Assistance for the study. 


Study group formed. 


Study group decides on evalua- 
tion criteria and survey methods. 


Recreation user groups and indi- 
viduals invited to participate. 


Reach lists, survey form, accom- 
panying materials prepared. 


Survey packets mailed to inter- 
ested groups and individuals. 


Evaluators helped with completion 
of survey forms. 


Mountaineers provide additional 
reach list. 


Data transferred to composite 
sheets, composite evaluations 
prepared. 


Composite sheets mailed to the 
Forest Service and to review panel 
members. 


Final evaluations established. 
Color-coded maps prepared. 
Data entered into computer file. 


Data forwarded to the state and to 
BPA. 


Final report prepared. 


Participation: Who and How 


Initiated by the Northwest Power Planning Council, coordinated 
by the Bonneville Power Administration, and coordinated at the 
state level by the Washington State Energy Office, the recreation 
assessment was the responsibility of the Washington State 
Parks Commission. The Commission asked the Pacific North- 
west Regional Office of the National Park Service to do the day- 
to-day work on the study as a Technical Assistance Project 
under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 


Working with the Commission's Senior Resource Expert, the 
National Park Service staff invited representatives of several 
recreation groups and public agencies to form a study group to 
advise the staff and the Senior Resource Expert concerning the 
overall study process. 


The study group decided that participation would be mainly 
through a mail-back survey of recreation user groups. Invitations 
to participate were sent to 208 user groups. Copies of the survey 
form, reach lists, and instructions were sent to the 39 groups and 
individuals responding. By phone, the staff helped volunteer 
evaluators complete forms within the brief time available. 


Defining Recreation Reaches 


Early in the study the decision was made not to assess rivers 
within wilderness areas, national parks, or monuments. The 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission may not license new 
hydropower projects within these areas without Congressional 
authorization. Because Congress has never authorized such a 
project, rivers in these areas are expected to remain available 
unimpaired for recreational use by future generations. Reach 
definitions were established within that framework. 


Evaluations were made for individual reaches rather than for 
entire rivers. Recreation user groups defined reaches for spe- 
cific activities, including flatwater boating, whitewater boating, 
whitewater kayaking, hiking and backpacking, camping and 
picnicking, and general recreation. For boating reaches, for ex- 
ample, the put-in and take-out points defined the beginning and 
ending points of the reach. Trail ends or road ends helped define 
other reaches. 


Friends of Whitewater defined 184 boating reaches. This list, 
with some additions, was provided to survey participants for use 
in their evaluations. 


Mile points for the beginning and end of a reach were estimated 
from the geographical description provided by the user groups. 


Late in the survey process, the staff received a list of 464 
reaches used for river-oriented hiking, camping, and general 
recreation, prepared by the Seattle Branch of The Mountaineers. 
This list appears as Appendix D. Recommendations concerning 
these reaches appear in the ''Summary of Results and Conclu- 
sions” section of this report. 


After the survey was completed, it became necessary to corre- 
late the recreation reaches with the Water Resource Inventory 
Area (WRIA) reaches defined by the Washington Water Re- 
source Center. This made possible computer correlation of rec- 
reation survey data with data from the other Rivers Study reports 
for Washington. Reach miles were re-estimated so as to be con- 
sistent with the WRIA reach system. 


The entire Washington Rivers Study data base is to be corre- 
lated with the US Environmental Protection Agency's reach 
system, the system chosen for BPA's continuing rivers data 
work. The EPA system allows for integration of data on other 
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relevant subjects, such as anadromous fish, water quality, and 
hydropower development applications. 


Recreation Activities Considered 


Several boating activities were surveyed: whitewater boating, 
whitewater kayaking, and flatwater boating. Camping and pic- 
nicking, hiking and backpacking, wildlife viewing, and "other" 
activities were also included. ''Other" activities mentioned by 
evaluators were swimming, innertubing, four-wheel driving, 
scenic driving, snow skiing, nature study, photography, and drift 


boating. 


Because fishery and game resources were evaluated in sepa- 
rate studies, it was decided not to include fishing or hunting in 
the recreation assessment. Although pleasure driving may be 
the most common river-related recreation activity, it was not 
considered feasible to collect evaluation data on it. 


Criteria for A, B, C, D Ratings 


The evaluation form asked people first to evaluate resource 
characteristics for a given reach, such as water clarity and sce- 
nic beauty, rating them each A, B, C, or D, and then to identify 
and evaluate the main recreation activities (again using A 
through D designations), and finally to assign an overall evalua- 
tion to the reach (also A through D). Room for comments was 
provided. The evaluation sheets defined the ratings as: 


high recreation value 
= above average 
average 
= below average 


For resource characteristic ratings, evaluators were asked to 
rate “developed camp and picnic sites” and ‘‘undeveloped 
camp and picnic sites’ according to their perceptions of the 
number of such sites on a given reach compared with the per- 
ceived nurnber on other reaches. When the publication Wash- 
ington State Recreation Guide (Publishing Enterprises Inc. and 
the Interagency Committee for Outdoor Recreation) became 
available part-way through the study, it was decided to use that 
report’s inventory of sites as the basis for ratings instead of 
evaluators’ perceptions. That report listed only federal and 


` state sites, not county or local. The staff defined the ratings in 


terms of number of sites: 


Rating Number of sites 
50 or more 
25 to 49 
1 to 24 
none 


For the other resource characteristics — “Interesting hydraulics 
(boating), ۲ و‎ (boating), ۰۷۷۵۱۵۲ ۷۰ "Feeling of 
solitude,” ‘‘Naturalness,’’ “Wildlife viewing,” and "Other," evalu- 
ators were asked to rate the ‘‘relative quality of the experience.’ 


For scenic quality, a separately rated resource characteristic, 
evaluators were asked to ‘Compare the reach being rated with 
others in the same general vegetation and climatic area.” 


For recreation activities, evaluators were told that ratings "relate 
to the relative quality of the recreation experience and are a dis- 
tillation of previous ratings for resource characteristics, including 
scenic quality." A separate rating for relative amount of use for 
the rated activity was also requested. 


A 


For the overall evaluation, the directions were: ''This rating is a 
distillation of the ratings for activities. A high level of use gener- 
ally adds to the overall significance rating. In some cases high 
use may detract from the quality of experience and should not be 
considered an additive value; such cases should be described.” 


Evaluators were also asked to circle the preceding ratings that 
most influenced the overall evaluation. 


In the Pacific Northwest Rivers Study as a whole, there were 
different definitions for A, B, C, and D: 


= outstanding 
substantia! 
moderate 

= limited (of less significance statewide but locally 
significant) 


These definitions are the ones likely to be used in state-level 
analysis and for BPA and Northwest Power Planning Council 
planning. They are not significantly different from the ones used 
for the recreation study, except perhaps for D. 


It would be easy to overgeneralize the data so that an ''A" reach 
anywhere in the state might be considered of similar velue to an 
"A" reach anywhere else in the state. For scenic quality ratings, 
evaluators were asked to compare a given reach only with others 
in the same vegetation and climatic area. Interpreters of the data 
should keep this criterion in mind, since scenic quality was a 
maior factor in the overail evaluation of many reaches. 


Consensus-Building 


An essential aspect of the Pacific Northwest Rivers Study was 
the consensus-building process: not only was there to be an 


assessment of river-related environmental resources, but there 
was to be a consensus among knowledgeable people in arriving 
at that assessment so that the resulting data would be as reliable 
as possible. 


For the recreation assessment, the evaluation sheets completed 
by user groups and individuals were sorted by reach and the 
information transferred to a ‘‘composite” reach sheet. The staff 
then prepared recommendations for resource and activity rat- 
ings and for an overall evaluation for each reach, based gener- 
ally on an average of evaluators' ratings and evaluations. Sum- 
maries of evaluators' comments were also recorded on the 
composite sheets. 


In some cases, the staff recommendations were not straight 
averages of evaluators' ratings and overall evaluations. For 
boating activities, the staff generally gave more weight to ratings 
by boating groups than by other groups. For wildlife viewing, the 
staff made a recommendation only if it was clear that wildlife was 
present. (Evaluators' comments and other resources were used 
to document the presence of wildlife.) For hiking and backpack- 
ing, staff recommendations were given only if a reach was acces- 
sible by trail for most of its length. For reaches where evaluators 
gave a lower overall evaluation because of high use, the staff 
recommended a higher evaluation, considering high use to be an 
indication of high recreation value. 


Copies of the composite sheets were then sent for review and 
comment to Forest Service offices in the state and to a 15- 
member review panel made up of the study group and a few 
additional user-group representatives. The staff then recorded 
a final overall evaluation for each reach, based on consensus 
among panel members. In the few cases where consensus was 
not obvious, the final evaluation was based on the highest evalu- 
ation given by a panel member, as recommended by the Senior 
Resource Expert. 





Records 


Data from the evaluators, t 
entered into a computer file 
sis and for transfer to the s 
B). The reaches were map 


overall evaluations color c 











e staff, and the review panel were 
(using PC-File IIl software) for analy- 
tate and BPA data bases (Appendix 
ped at 1:100,000 and 1 :500,000 
j identified as to types of activity, with 


oded (Appendix C). 








. 
P 


4 


pes ست‎ 


— 
































o E BLANK PAGE 





“Y 








————Á" à "P 
A g 3 
` 





SUMMARY OF RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS 
Results 


This initial inventory and assessment of river recreation pro- 
duced evaluations for 233 reaches extending over more than 
2500 miles: 


Overall Number Percent Number Percent 
Evalua- of cf of of 
tion Reaches Total Miies Total 
A 91 39 939.9 35 
B 104 45 1127.4 44 
C 36 15 491.7 19 
D 2 1 22.0 1 
233 2581.0 100 


The higher percentage of “A” and “B” reaches is to be expected 
since evaluators tend to be more familiar with reaches with 
higher recreation values. 


About half of the evaluated reaches are in the Puget Sound 
region, 15 percent in the Coastal region, and 35 percent in the 
Columbia region. The distribution of activities and overall evalu- 
ations is proportional. 


The evaluation process resulted in an extensive data base, Cov- 
ering as many as 15 resource characteristics and activities for 
each reach. The scenic quality characteristic was evaluated 
most frequently, indicating its importance for recreation. Of all 
the characteristics rated, scenic quality had the strongest corre- 
lation with overall evaluations. For whitewater activities, scenic 
quality was of similar importance to “hydraulics” and “chal- 
lenge" as a basis for overall evaluations. To a large extent, then, 
the evaluations are an index to scenic quality. 


Evaluators attached a high level of importance to whitewater 
boating and whitewater kayaking, as reflected in the number of 
ratings for these activities and the high correlation between 
whitewater activity ratings and overall evaluations. Many 
reaches were identified as good for riverside recreation (partic- 
ularly hiking), but, because of time constraints and other fac- 
tors, relatively few of these were evaluated. 


The results are further detailed by region and by Water Re- 
source Inventory Area (WRIA), with map and reach-by-reach 
data, in the section on ''Regions and Basins: Resources and 
Recreation Uses.” Appendix B, a set of computer printouts, con- 
tains still more detail. Appendix C is a set of 1:100,000 maps with 
reaches color coded according to overall evaluations. The ap- 
pendixes are available for review at the National Park Service 
regional office in Seattle. 


Reliability 


The reach evaluations are essentially and necessarily subjec- 
tive. This subjectivity is reflected not only in the ratings and over- 
all evaluations, but also in the number, location, and types of 
reaches considered. Many of the evaluators were primarily inter- 
ested in boating, and they evaluated the reaches they prefer and 
know best and find reasonably accessible. For some reaches, 
there were more evaluators than for others, and reliability may 
be a little greater for those with more evaluators. However, the 
consensus of user groups and public agency representatives 
on almost all the reach evaluations was clear enough to give 
assurance of considerable overall reliability. 





Significance 


The importance of river recreation to the public is clearly indi- 
cated by the large number of recreation groups, commercial 
outfitters, and individuals from throughout the state who chose 
to participate in the study. This study can perhaps increase 
awareness of this importance when river-management decisions 
or policies on river conservation or hydropower are being consid- 
ered. 


This study also highlights the sensitivity of rivers as a recreation 
resource, since stream flow, scenic quality, naturalness, and 
other highly vulnerable characteristics of the river environment 
are documented as primary factors contributing to recreation 
value. 


Asking evaluators to compare and rate reaches may seem a 
little like asking parents to rank their children: some recreation 
groups preferred not to ''play favorites” and chose not to evalu- 
ate reaches. They may well believe that every reach, like every 
child, should be cherished. Some forms of river conservation do 
apply to all rivers, such as pollution control. This study, however, 
is based on the assumption that identifying some reaches as 
more notable for recreation than others will result in better river 
conservation than not identifying them, or not identifying them 
until after some competing use is proposed. 


Applications 


Originally designed for use by the Bonneville Power Administra- 
tion and the Northwest Power Planning Council for estimating 
hydroelectric potential in the Northwest, the Rivers Study has 
other possible applications for river management by public 
agencies, private landowners, and people with special recrea- 
tional interests: 


e Reach-specific review can be useful to those concerned with 
a wide variety of management decisions potentially affecting a 
given reach. 


e Area-specific review can be useful for assessing cumulative 
effects of small hydropower development on reaches in a given 
basin or for analysis for a particular governmental jurisdiction. 


e State-level review of this data can be useful for state agency 
river-related management decisions and for possible develop- 
ment of state-level river conservation/hydropower policy. The 
Washington State Energy Office (which serves as the coordina- 
tor for the Washington portion of the Rivers Study) will use the 
recreation data along with the data from the fishery, wildlife, natu- 
ral features, and cultural resource studies to assess the potential 
effects of developing river reaches for hydropower. 


Recommendations for Further Study 


Although it is likely that the “best” boating reaches have been 
identified, further assessment is appropriate by evaluators 
whose interests focus on riverside recreational activities and/or 
on less well-known or less accessible reaches. Such assess- 
ment may identify exceptional reaches belonging in the “A” or 
"B" categories and worthy of special consideration along with 
the reaches already identified. 


Further study could: 


e evaluate the 464 reaches identified by The Mountaineers as 
especially appropriate for hiking or driving, 


e incorporate data on developed camping and picnicking sites 
available from the Interagency Committee for Outdoor Recrea- 
tion (as an addition to the data on federal and state sites now 
included), and 


e incorporate information pertaining to recreation addressed in 
other parts of the Rivers Study. | 


The Bonneville Power Administration has moved into a ''data 
maintenance” phase ir regard to river-related resource values 
and may support additional work of this sort. 
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REGIONS AND WRIA’S: RESOURCES AND RECREATION USES ۱ > 


Washington is among the states most generously endowed with 

water-related scenic and recreational resources. Rivers, streams, / 
lakes, reservoirs, harbors, Puget Sound, the Strait of Juan de Fuca, ۱ ۱ | 
and associated land resources all offer a great many opportunities 
for fun, exercise, closeness to nature, and re-creation. Balancing 
the conservation of those resources, and other resources, with the 
need for more hydropower has long been a concern of Washington 
residents. | 1 


| ~ Het < ۲ P ET | ۱ | Eso ۱ ۱ For the survey of river-related recreation, information was gathered 
| using the Washington Water Resource Center's designation of 62 
“Water Resource Inventory Areas, or WRIA’s. A WRIA is a river : n 
basin or part of a basin, or more than one basin, for which the Cen- 


ter has gathered data. The survey information is summarized here UR Mini | | 
by three regional groupings (Puget Sound, Coastal, and Columbia vancouven Ñ 
River and Tributaries) and presented in detail for the WRIA's within ques 
rides tore?’ ^ ful) | each region. Notes on particular resource characteristics and recre- 
+ d 2 تس‎ ۱ ۱ > ational activities within each WRIA are also included. More detailed 
UM pi پم‎ : information is available in Appendix B. 


As noted in the discussion of how reaches were defined, reaches y 
within wilderness areas or national parks were not included in the »M. c 5 " 
assessment and are not shown on the WRIA maps. ۳ ۱ داك جار‎ 


Concerning the overall evaluation for a given reach, the criteria 
included not only the activities listed with each map, but also re- 
source characteristics, scenic quality, and amount of use. 


Overall Evaluaticn 4 
A B C D 


91 104 3.6 2 
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THE PUGET SOUND REGION 
(WRIA's 1-19) 


The Puget Sound region, flanked on the east by the Cascade 
Mountains and on the west by the Olympic Mountains, offers a wide 
diversity of river-related recreational opportunities. Estuarine and 
saltwater areas, meandering lowland rivers, swiit mountain 
streams, and alpine and lowland lakes and reservoirs are powerful 
attractions for boaters and other recreationists. Many flows origi- 
nate in glaciers and snowpacks; melting provides year-round op- 
portunities for river-related recreation. 


The climate is moderate. Rain is frequent in the fall and winter, with 
heavy snows common at high elevations. 


The Skagit River and several of its tributaries are managed by the 
Forest Service as part of the National System of Wild and Scenic 
Rivers. Several national parks, national forests, wilderness areas, 
and recreation areas, as well as many state and local parks and 
recreation areas, also provide resource protection and public access 


for river-related recreation. 


With a major metropolitan area within its boundaries, and as a ma- 
jor destination area for vacationers, the region may number its river 
recreationists in the hundreds of thousands. The Seattle area has 
the distinction of being called ‘‘the boating capital of the world" 
because so many residents own boats. 


About half the reaches evaluated in the survey and 38 percent of the 
miles evaluated are in the Puget Sound region. 


Overall Evaluation 


Total A B C 


Reaches 124 46 54 23 1 
Miles 984.2 324.9 411.3 239.5 8.5 


WRIA’s 2, 6, 12, 14, and 15 do not include evaluated reaches. Maps 
for those WRIA's are not provided. 
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Lower Skagit/Samish 


North Fork Nooksak R. Maple Falls to A WWB WWK C&P 
Douglas Fir Campground 


North Fork Nooksak R. Douglas Fir Campground to C&P WWK 
Nooksak Falls WWB 


North Fork Nooksak R. Nooksak Falls to H&B 
Mt. Baker Wilderness 
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Mt. Baker Wilderness 
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Mt. Baker Wilderness 


Glacier Cr. Mouth (N. F. Nooksak GEN WV 
Mt. Baker Wilderness H&B 


Evaluators' Comments 


- The Nooksak Basin provides forest and mountain ٠ River running on the glacier- fed Nooksak continues 
settings for various general recreation activities, into late summer. Boating activity ranges from com- 
including scenic driving, eagle watching, and winter mercial floating to kayak racing. 

sports. 
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B = above average (Rating based on the number GEN = general recreation W4B = whitewater boating 
C = average of developed sites--see p. 7.) H&B = hiking and backpacking WWK = whitewater kayaking 
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CLP = camping and picnicking 
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Proximity to urban areas contributes to the area's 
popularity. Many reaches provide a forest setting 
with spectacular views of the North Cascades. 


FW = flatwater boating WV = wildlife viewing 
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Evaluators Comments 


* The Stillaguamish Basin provides settings of low- The South Fork of the Stillaguamish sees a variety of 


land forest and mountain peaks. Users travel here activity, such as hiking, camping, and driving. The 
from the Seattle and Everett areas. challenging Granite Falls-Verlot run is the site of 
kayak races and slalom events. 
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rafting use is heavy on some reaches of the Skykomish 


and Snohomish Rivers. 
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Overall 


Tye R. Mouth (S. F. Skykomish R.) to 
below Carroll! Cr. 


Tye R. Below Carroll Cr. to 
source (near Stevens Pass) 


Foss R. Mouth (S. F. Skykomish R.) to 


bridge 


Foss 8. and West Fork Bridge to 


Foss ۰ Alpine Lakes Wilderness Area 


Key A = high recreation value 
B = above average 
C = average 


Ee 


CLP = camping and picnicking 
(Rating based on the number 
of developed sites--see p. 7.) 


B 


WWK 


GEN H&B 


FW = flatwater boating 
GEN = general recreation 
H&B = hiking and backpacking 


Activities Rated 
Reach Location Evaluation A B C 


C&P GEN 


۷۷ = wildlife viewing 
WWB = whitewater boating 
WWK * whitewater kayaking 
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